COMMONWE AL TH OF VRGN

STATE CORPORANTION CONMDMNISSION

Petition of

COX VIRGINIA TELCOM. INC..

v. Case No. PUC9™_____

BELL ATLANTIC-VIRGINIA, INC..

For enforcement of interconnection agreement and
arbitration award for reciprocal compensation for
the termination of local calls to Internet service providers.

AFFIDAVIT OF WES NEAL. COX VIRGINIA TELCOM, INC.

Wes Neal, being dulv sworn. deposes and savs

] I am marketing director for Cox Virginia Telcom, Inc.. formerlvy Cox Fibernet
Commercial Services, Inc ("Cox") | make this Affidavit in support of Cox’s Petition for
Enforcement of Interconnection Agreement and Arbitration Award for Reciprocal

Compensation for the Termunation of Local Cails to Internet Service Providers.

2. Cox is certificated to operate as a competitive local exchange company in
Virginia.
3. I participated in interconnection negotiations with Bell Atlantic-Virginia, Inc.

(“Bell Atlantic™), both before and after the arbitration proceeding before the Virginia State
Corporation Commission (“Commussion™), Case No PUC960104 Among these activities, |
participated in a conference call that occurred on January 30, 1997

4 Cox’s initial position in interconnection negotiations and in the arbitration

before the Commission was that Cox wanted bill and keep to govern the exchange of local
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N Erom the inception of the negotiations. Bell Atlantic endorsed the pavment or

reciprocal compensation for the termination of local traffic
6. At one point, before the arbitration before the Commission, we discussed with
Bell Atlantic the likely relative balance of local traffic  We acknowledged that. with Internet
traffic. the volume of focal traffic would be greater coming from Bell Atlantic to Cox than the
local traffic volume in the reverse direction A Bell Atlantic representative commented that. in
the face of this acknowledgment bv Cox. Bell Atlantic could not understand why Cox was
proposing a regime of bill and keep.

7. When asked why Bell Atlantic favored a compensation methodc'ogy that
would have it make net payments to Cox. Bell Atlantic responded that this issue went well
beyond the Cox-Bell Atlantic interconnection agreement.

8 After the issuance of the Commission’s arbitration orders, Cox and Bell
Atlantic met to finalize the actual interconnection agreement to implement those orders. At
no time during those meetings did anything come to Cox’s attention intimating that Bell
Atlantic had changed its position and now considered local calls terminated to Internet service
providers to be anything other than local traffic for purposes of reciprocal compensation for
the termination of local traffic

9 The purpose of the January 30. 1997, conference call was for Cox to provide

Bell Atlantic with its forecast of the actual number of trunks Cox would need to handle traffic
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10 During the conference call we told Bell Atlantic. represented primarily by Jett

Masoner. Director of Carrier Services. that by the end of 1997, Cox would need about 200

DS-1 trunks coming from Bell Atlantic. and that onlv ten would be needed for tratfic flowing
from Cox fo Bell Atlantic We specifically explained that the disparitv in tratfic was due to

our capturing of Internet service providers as Custor.iers We also shared some of our revenue
projections with Mr. Masoner and told him that we expected significant revenues from Bell
Atlantic to compensate Cox for its termination of local calls to Internet service providers.

It We also discussed several technical issues associated with Cox’s service to

Internet service providers. Foremost among :hese matters was whether Bell Atlantic would

consider a transfer of the telephone number of a large Internet service provider to Cox or

would instead use interim number poitability means to route the calls to Cox’s system.

12. Neither Jeff Masoner or Bell Atlantic questioned or contradicted Cox’s

revenue forecasts or questioned whether or not Cox was entitled to compensation for

terminating local calls to Internet service providers.

13 Because of the importance of these revenues to Cox, especially given the fact

that Cox has undertaken the investment and will incur additional costs associated with

terminating local calls to Internet service providers, we would have been very sensitive to any

comments by Bell Atlantic that would have called these revenues into question.
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Notary Public

Subscribed and sworn t

[seal]
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COMMONWEALTH 3t VIRGINTA

STATE CORPORATINN ONMMISSTON

Petition of

COX VIRGINIA TELCOM, INC..
Case No. PUC97

BELL ATLANTIC-VIRGINIA, INC.,

For enforcement of interconnection agreement and

arbitration award for reciprocal compensation for

the termination of local calls to Internet service providers.

AFFIDAVIT OF TOM INFINET CO.




COMMONWEANLTH OB A IRGINTEA

STATE CORPORATION ¢ OMMSSTON

Perition of

COX VIRGINIA TELCOM. INC..

v. Case No. PUC9”____

BELL ATLANTIC-VIRGINIA, INC..
For enforcement of interconnection agreement and

arbitration award for reciprocal compensation for

the termination of local calls to Internet service providers.

AFFIDAVIT OF TOM MANOS. INFINET CO.

Tom Manos. being duly sworn. deposes and savs

] [ am Tom Manos. President of \erwork Services for InfiNet Co

(“InfiNet™) a national [nternet access provider with headquarters in Norfolk, VA. | make

this Affidavit in support of Cox’s Petition for Enforcement of Interconnection Agreement

and Arbitration Award for Reciprocal Compensation for the Termination of Local Calis to

Internet Service Providers

2. The purpose of this affidavit is to relate how a focal call from a residential

or business customer of Bell Atlantic to InfiNet is processed.

3. InfiNet purchases blocks of local measured lines which have Direct Inward

Dialing. This enables multiole callers to call one number and reach an open port at

InfiNet's office. Services purchased by InfiNet from Bell Atlantic are tariffcd services

that. generally. are available to any business customer
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understanding based on vears of experience with different Regional Bell Operating
Companies throughout the United States that residential or business customers with local

measured service are billed by Bell Atlantic for these calls as local calls.

6 These calls terminate or leave the telephone network when the call is

completed to InfiNet's modem (customer premises equipment). which converts the signal

back to a digital signal

7 The conversion of the analog signal to a digital signal initiates the Internet
session. The customer logs in his or her name and password, and goes into the local
server The customer generally sees a local city home page. In the case of InfiNet’s
Hampton Roads customers, this is the Pilot On-Line The customer is now connected to
the Internet.

8. This Internet connection is provided on InfiNet’s own customer premises
equipment and private network. For example, if the customer wants to visit a web site
located in another state or country, InfiNet’s equipment routes the customer’s signals to
that site via special access facilities by special arrangements with interexchange carriers.

9 In other words, InfiNet operates a private system similar to other
customers that would otherwise have high volumes of toll traffic. InfiNet's network

includes a DS3 capacity special access line to its private network through arrangements

with MCI Telecommunications Corporation.
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Subscribed and sworn to before me this 10% day of June, 1997

[seal]

Notaty Pulic U

My Commissicn Expires: 7/5! /q7
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In the Matter ot
Offer of Comparably Efticient , CCB Pol. 96.09

Interconnection to Providers ot )
Enhanced Internet Access Services j

AMENDMENT TO BELL ATLANTIC CEI PLAN
N ¥V WING D W NY'N
Upon completion of the merger with NYNEX, Bell Atlantic' proposes to expand
its enhanced Internet Access Service into the additional states in which the NYNEX Telephone
Companies currently offer local telephone service.” Approval of this amendment to the approved
Comparably Efficient Interconnection (“CEI") Plan for Internet Access Service is respectfully
requested to enable such expansion.J Because Internet Protocol Routing Service (“IPRS™), the

principal underlying basic service in the existing Bell Atlantic jurisdictions, is not available in

' “Bell Atlantic,” as used herein, refers to the post-merger Bell Atlantic telephone
companies, which are Bell Atlantic-Delaware, Inc.; Bell Atlantic-Maryland, Inc.; Bell Atlantic-
New Jersey, Inc.; Bell Atlantic-Pennsylvania, Inc.; Bell Atlantic-Virginia, Inc.; Bell Atlantic-
Washington, D.C., Inc.; Bell Atlantic-West Virginia, Inc.; New York Telephone Company and
New England Telephone and Telegraph Company.

2 Those states are Maine, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, New York, Rhode Island.
Vermont, and a small portion of Connecticut (the “NYNEX states™).

? The CEI Plan was approved in Order. 11 FCC Rcd 6919 (1996) (recon. pending).
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name. the services of an unaitihated third parny vend oo provide certain diald-up Intermet access
functions in the NYNEX states. These functions include. among others. connection to the
Internet backbone through the customer’s selected interexchange provider. browsers. help desk.
the capabilitv for customers to use electronic mail and news services available within the
Internet. and billing. Bell Atlantic will provide marketing and sales functions. sublicense its
software licenses to the unaffiliated third party for the purpose of providing this service. and
locate the home page and other gateway screens for the service oa its server.” The third party
will subscribe to local telecommunications services within the NYNEX states. and the end user
will need to select an interexchange carmer ("IXC") for the interLATA connection. as is currently

the case.® End user customers may reach Bell Atlantic’s Internet service via either dial-up or

direct connections. as discussed below.

* Eventually, Bell Atlantic will offer Internet Access Service in the NYNEX states using
a new frame relay-based Information Provider Access Service. The timing of that service is still
uncertain, however. It is not yet available for testing, and an illustrative tariff is not yet
available. Therefore, Bell Atlantic will submit a further amendment when it plans to use that
service, should CEI plans still be needed at that time. Whether or not a filing is required, Bell
Atlantic will, of course, comply with all applicable CE! requirements.

* Bell Atlantic will sell and market Internet Access Service both directly and through the
local telephone companies in the NYNEX states, just as it is in the current jurisdictions, subject
to compliance with any applicable state regulatory requirements.

6 . ) )
The end user will select an IXC at the time he or she subscribes to the Internet Access
Service.
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in its original CEl Plan and heretn.

For dial-up access. the end user will place a local call to the Bell Atlantic Internet

hub site’ from either a local residence or business line or from an Integrated Services Digital

Nerwork ("ISDN™) service, as shown in Figure | % Bell Atlantic’s vendor will subscribe to local

telephone services -- either standard business lines or ISDN -- 10 receive the call.” At the hub

site. the call will pass through the vendor’s modem pool. then to the vendor’s server. Once the

end user's password‘ID is verified. the call will be sent into the Internet through the end user's
selected 1XC."

For dedicated access, the end user will subscribe to a private line service from a

local carrier. This may consist of a frame relay service at the customer’s selected bit rate, as

shown in Figure 2, or DSO, DS1, or DS3 special access/private line service, as shown in Figure

3. At the customer's option, Bell Atlantic will subscribe to the service for the customer. In that

? A Hub Site consists of a modem capability and associated hardware and software to

process the call and validate the password of the user

¥ ISDN access is expected to be available on or about October 1997.

% The choice of a particular service depends upon service availability and the expected

quantity of traffic in the particular location.

1 The end user will select an IXC at the time of registration for Bell Atlantic’s [nternet

service.
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As with dial-up access. the hub stie >0 Lnction with the customer s Intermet
hrowser, will provide senver functions and direct the w210 the INC hat the end user has
selected. That IXC will then provide access into the [nternet.

In providing this service, Bell Atlantic and its vendor will subscnibe only to
generally-available local telecommunications services as shown in Artachment 1. End users

mayv reach the Internet Access Service through the services and facilities of any local camer
As shown in its initial CEl plan and as discussed above. Bell Atfantic will fully

comply with all applicable CEI requirements in provision of this enhanced service. Accordingly.

Bell Atlantic requests that this amendment be quickly approved.

Respectfully Submitted,

Edward D. Young, 111 M

Lawrence W. Katz
Michael E. Glover
Of Counsel

1320 North Court House Road
Eighth Floor

Arlington, Virginia 22201
(703) 974-4862

Attorney for the Bell Atlantic
Telephone Companies

May S, 1997
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Data Flow Diagram for Dedicated Access
Frame Relay Example

Frame Relay
Services

I‘nd User End User
LAN 1 Router
BA LAN

DS or DS3 Private Line Services

- e = o w a w ow
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Router X
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| 1

IXC#1 IXC#2 |\
Router Router

Internet
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Data Flow Diagram for Dedicated Access
Point to Point Services

End User
Router

BA
Router

DSO to DS3 Private Line Services

BA or Third Party Premises

IXC#1 IXC#H2
Router Router

1
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' outer and/or Server Site
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Access Services.

Private Line Services

Interstate - F.C.C No 1. Sections T2 Ih
New York Telephone Compan} P < No wio Teigpnone Secliens P2and 2
DP.U. - Mass. - No. 10. Part C and No. 15 Sectien ”

PSB. -\t -No.20. Part C and No. 23. Section ”

P U.C.- Me. - No. 13, Part C and No. | 7. Section 7

P.U.C.-R.I - No. 13 Part Cand No. 17. Section 7

NHPUC - No. 77. Part C

New York Telephone Company - State of Co

sy oand s

nnecticut No. 2, Telephone Section 12

[nterstate - F.C.C. No. [. Sections [7& 31

New York Telephone Company P.S.C. No. 900.
DP.U. - Mass. - No. 10. Part C
PS.B.-Vt-No. 20 PanC

PU.C -Me. -No. 15 PantC

PU.C. -RI-No. 15 PanC

NHPUC - No. 77. Pan C

Telephone Section 21

New York Telephone Company P S.C. No. 900, Telephone Sections 2&21
D.P.U. - Mass. - No. 10, Pant C

P.S.B. - Vt.-No.20,PartC

P.U.C. - Me.-No. 15, Part C

pP.UC.-RI. -No.15,PartC

NHPUC - No. 77, Part C

New York Telephone Company P.S.C. Nos. 900,901 and 902
D.P.U. - Mass. - No. 10, Part A, Section 5

P.S.B. - Vt. - No. 20, Part A, Section 5

P.U.C. - Me. - No. 15, Part A, Sections 5 & 6

P.UC.-RI -No. 15 Pant A, Section S

NHPUC - No. 77, Part A, Section 5
New York Telephone Company - State of Connecticut No. 2, Telephone Section 2




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| Tammi A, Foxn et CO neredy

the foregoing ‘Comments 10 e ser.2d v 2

via hand-celivery), to the foilowing:

«The Honcrable Reec =. Funct
Chairman

Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW, Room 814
Washington, DC 20554

*The Honorable Susan Ness
Commissioner

Federal Communications Commission
(919 M Street, NW, Room 832
Washington, DC 20554

*Ms, Regina Keeney

Chief, Common Carrier Bureau
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW, Room 500
Washington, DC 20554

*Mr. John Nakahata

Chief, Competition Division

Office of General Counsel

Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W., Room 614
Washington, D.C. 20554

*|nternational Transcription Services
1990 M Street, NW, Room 640
Washington, DC 20036

*|oel Klein, Esq.

Acting Chief

Antitrust Division

U.S. Department of Justice
Judiciary Center

555 4th Street, NW, Room 8104
Washington, ODC 2000

*\ia Hand Delivery.
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" The HONCrade james
~ommissioner

regeral Communications Commission
1519 M Street. NW. Room 802
Washington, DC 20554

*The Honorable Rachelle B. Chong
Commissioner

Federal Communications Commussion
/919 M Street, NW, Room 844
‘Washington, DC 20554

*William Kennard, Esq.

General Counsel

Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W., Room 614
‘Washington, D.C. 20054

*Wanda Harns

Common Carrier Bureau

Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W., Room 518
Washington, D.C. 20054

Richard |. Metzger, Esq.

Ass'n for Local Telecommunications Services

1200 |5th Street, N.W., Suite 560
Washington, DC 20036

oo (A Fenwel

Tammi A. Foxwell



